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This is a communication from the examiner in charge of your application. 
COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 

OFFICE ACTION SUMMARY 

^"•Responsive to communication(s) filed on 

□ This action is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits Is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Exparte Ouayle, 1935 D.C. 11; 453 O.G. 213. 

A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set to expire -5? month(s), or thirty days, 

whichever is longer, from the mailing date of this communication. Failure to respond within the period for response will cause 
the application to become abandoned. (35 U.S.C. § 133). Extensions of time may be obtained under the provisions of 37 CFR 
1.136(a). 

Disposition of Claims 

^ Claim(s) / — / (g is/are pending in the application. 

Of the above, claim(s) . is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

□ Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

■fi Claim(s) I is/are rejected. 

□ Claim(s) . . is/are objected to. 

□ Claim(s) are subject to restriction or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

□ The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on is □ approved □ disapproved. 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

rj The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

□ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d). 

□ All □ Some* □ None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 

□ received. 

□ received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) 



□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT.Rule 17.2(a)). 
•Certified copies not received: . 



□ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e). 
Attachment(s) 

JSsNotice of Reference Cited, PTO-892 _ 
f*^ Information Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper No(s). _g 

□ Interview Summary, PTO-41 3 

□ Notice of Draftperson's Patent Drawing Review. PTO-948 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-1 52 



PTOL-328(R«v.8/96) 



-SEE OFFICE ACTION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGES— 

* U.S.GPO: 1996-421-632/40208 
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Art Unit: 3763 



DETAILED ACTION 



Information Disclosure Statement 



1 . The information disclosure statement filed 10/25/99 fails to comply with 37 CFR 

1 .98(a)(3) because it does not include a concise explanation of the relevance, as it is presently 
understood by the individual designated in 37 CFR 1.56© most knowledgeable about the content 
of the information, of each patent listed that is not in the English language. It has been placed in 
the application file, but the information referred to therein has not been considered. 

2. The foreign references have only been considered to the capability of the examiner. If the 
abstract is in English, that and the figures are the only things considered. If no abstract has been 
included in translated form, only the figures have been considered. 



3 . Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single paragraph on a 
separate sheet within the range of 50 to 250 words. It is important that the abstract not exceed 
250 words in length since the space provided for the abstract on the computer tape used by the 
printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology often used in patent claims, such as "means" 
and "said," should be avoided. The abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist 
readers in deciding whether there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 



Specification 
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4. The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information given in the 
title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The disclosure concerns," 
"The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure describes," etc. 

5. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly indicative 
of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 112 

6. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and 
process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any 
person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to 
make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of 
carrying out his invention. 

7. Claims 4 and 5 are rejected under 35U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as containing subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. Specifically, there is no data in the specification as to how the applicant has come 
about figuring a "safety factor" constant. Appropriate correction is therefore required. 

8. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and 
distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

9. Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 





l> 
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Art Unit: 3763 

10. Claim 1 recites the limitation "the flow" in the claim. There is insufficient antecedent basis 
for this limitation in the claim. 

11. Claim 1 is further rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being incomplete 
for omitting essential structural cooperative relationships of elements, such omission amounting to 
a gap between the necessary structural connections. See MPEP § 2172.01. The omitted 
structural cooperative relationships are: the applicant has not defined what is intended by a "front 
end". Appropriate correction is therefore required. 



12. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless — 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371© of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 

13. Claims 1-3, and 6-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being clearly anticipated by 
Boettger ('244). Boettger teaches an IV infusion system maintaining a syringe and catheter in 
fluid communication and attached via a check valve. A sealing lip maintains the fluid 
communication. 



Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. §102 



Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 103 

14. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
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rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

15. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness or 

nonobviousness. 

16. Claims 4 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as anticipated by or, in the alternative, 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Boettger. Boettger teaches the device substantially as 
claimed however fails to teach the safely factor as specified by the applicant. Because such a 
value is not searchable by the patent office it is understood that such a feature is inherent to the 
design of the device unless otherwise taught. If this view is not concurrent with the applicant's 
read on the art it is further rejected as an obvious design choice as the applicant has not defined 
such a feature, nor has the applicant added criticality for such a feature. Therefore it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to make or use the device 
of Boettger having the features of the safely factors as such would be an obvious design choice 
inherent to the teaching. 
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Conclusion 

1 7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 



18. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Jennifer R. Sadula whose telephone number is (703) 308-2977. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday- Thursday from 9am to 6pm. The examiner can 
also be reached on alternate Fridays. 

19. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Wynn Wood Coggins, can be reached on (703)308-1344. The fax phone number for this art unit 
is (703) 308-0758. 

20. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0858. 



a. 



Paradis teaches control of fluid flow via a valve member attachable to a catheter 



and a syringe. 




I WYNN WOOD COGENS 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



Jennifer R. Sadula 
20 December 1999 



